The Protestant Review: 


Woy 


“wateh ye, stand fast in the faith, quit you like men, be ‘sttang,” 
(1 Cor. 16: 13.) 4 


A Monthly Magazine Pablished by 
CHRIST'S MiIssiow 
ELI M. ERIKSEN, Director. 
EVANGELICAL—NON-SECTARIAN, 
Founded by the late Rev. James A. O’Connor, 1883. 


331 West 5ith Street, 


VOL, XXXV. FEBRUARY, 1918 


CONTENTS 


The Resurrection of Pope Boniface VIII 

The Supreme Importance of Words 

Finances of the Vatican 

Christ’s Mission’s Greatest Obstacle 

Lord Acton and the Roman Church 

Another Case of Roman Ethics.......... 

The Papacy and the Great War 

The Spiritual Bankruptcy of the Roman Church 
What He Might Have Told Those Catholics 
Purgatory 

The U. S. Cardinals and Pope Leo XIII 

The Lawlessness of the Roman Hierarchy 
Gallicanism Among American Roman Catholics 


THE RESURRECTION OF POPE BONIFACE VIII 

In A. D. 1302, Pope Boniface VIII promulgated the Bull 
Unam Sanctam, in which he said: 

“In this Church and its power are two swords—to wit, a 
spiritual and a temporal. * * Both therefore * * are in the 
power of the Church, the latter indeed to be used for the Church, 
the former by the Church, the one by the priest, the other by 
the hands of kings and soldiers, but by the will and sufferance 
of the priests. Jt is fitting, moreover, that one sword should 
be under the other, and the temporal authority subject to the 
spiritual power. (Italics ours.) 

“Indeed, We declare, announce and define that it is altogether 


> 
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necessary for every human creature to be subject to the Roman 
Pontiff (Subesse Romano Pontifici omni humane creature 
declaramus, dicimus, definimus et pronuntiamus omnifio esse de 
necessitate salutis).” 

In these days when the Catholic peoples are striving to throw 
off the yoke of their hierarchies—Russia having just followed 
the examples of France, Italy and Portugal—it is somewhat 
startling to anyone who realizes the existence of the Papal 
Peril in our own country to find the above doctrine boldly stated 
in such a journal as “The Literary Digest” (Feb. 2, 1917), 
which: gives an entire page to plain, straight-forward propaganda 
on behalf of the Papal Supremacy over all the Governments of 
Europe, which, of course, carries within it the Restoration of 
the Temporal Power. 

The article, to which a column and a half of quotations is 
given, was published in the Jesuit weekly, “America,” and as- 
sumes the general position of showing the Allies the wisdom 
of getting the Pope “on their side” now and setting him up as 
a kind of judge of all the earth at the Peace Council. 

Pethaps the most singular passage is this, which sets forth 
in modern terms the claims of universal sovereignty over all 
rulers, so boldly proclaimed in the Bull Unam Sanctam of Pope 
Boniface VIII: 

“Even when the Allies win peace in-the field, there will be 
needed something higher than the glittering right that victory 
gives. It is the moral sanction which the Pope alone can give. 
This has been refused to the Germans. It is reserved to the 
Allies to win and keep. But that he may confer it upon them 
the Pope must not be of them, but above them.” (Italics ours.) 

Admiration for the insolent audacity of this claim helps to 
temper the indignation at first excited by the suggestion. Since 
when did the United States Government require the “moral sanc- 
tion” of an alien priest whose predecessor, Pope Leo XIII, offi- 
cially condemned seriatim every fundamental principle of our 
political system ? 

Since when was there any need for the sons of the Puritans 
and the Cavaliers to obtain the sanction, moral or other, for 
anything they did? 

Since when was it necessary for the successors of Queen 
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Elizabeth and Cromwell and William III and Queen Victoria 
to seek the “moral sanction” of the successor of Popes Julius II, 
Alexander VI, Pius V, Gregory XIII, Pius IX, Leo XIII and 
Pius X, the last three of whom were the bitterest opponents of 
“free institutions” and popular liberties who ever sat in the chair 
of St. Peter? 

The Allies and the United States are fighting for “democ- 
racy,” in the sense that President Wilson used the word, and 
Pope Benedict XV is, in his official capacity, the greatest and most 
bitter foe of all the principles contained in that word now living 
on the face of the earth. 

And there seems something almost ominous in the fact that 
the impudence, the audacity and—if it were not of such vast 
importance—the really ludicrous absurdity of the proposition 
that any Protestant nation should “need” the “moral sanction” 
of any enemy of its religion and its principles of free govern- 
ment in Rome or anywhere else in regard to a political issue—was 
not merely tossed into the waste-basket by the editor of such a 
paper with a laugh of scorn, but was actually published. 

And “the Pope must not be of them [the Allied Rulers] but 
above them [including the President of the United States]”! 

Perhaps we may yet see the United States subscribing to 
the Bull Unam Sanctam, and we repeat that it is an ominous 
sign of the times that such a journal as “The Literary Digest” 
should devote so much space to the open promulgation of the 
pernicious doctrine that Bull set forth. 


The Supreme Importance of Words 


Few things are more important in dealing with Roman 
Catholic subjects than the careful use of the words in which 
statements are made. It is quite possible for a general statement 
to be true—in the main—and yet far from accurate in the way in 
which it is expressed. It is always well to use such language as 
cannot be assailed from any point of view. No small mischief 
has been done, and much ill feeling has been unnecessarily created 
by certain public speakers, and by writers in certain papers, be- 
cause of lack of attention to this matter. It is quite true that the 
Syllabus of Errors of Pope Pius IX (1864) and the Encyclical 
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Immortale Dei of Pope Leo XIII (1885) specifically condemn 
most, if not all, of those “free institutions” upon which rests the 
fabric of the American political and social system. But it by no 
means follows that because any individual is a member of the 
Church that accepts the teaching of these Popes on these matters 
as coming from the Vicar of Christ, he himself is not a “loyal” 
citizen of the United States. In the first place, it would probably 
be news to a fairly large percentage of Roman Catholics in any 
given neighborhood that these pronouncements had ever been 
issued at all, for it must be remembered that keeping their people 
in ignorance of things that it is not deemed advisable to inform 
them upon, is one of the most effective means used by the Roman 
hierarchy to keep them under their control; and in the next, it is 
quite uncertain how far any individual would go in either ac- 
cepting or upholding the doctrines set forth in the Papal docu- 
ments referred to, if he did know them. While it is true that 
many Roman Catholics allow themselves to be manipulated by 
their priests in the interests of the hierarchy, many others do not. 
Some even go so far as to oppose, outside the church building, 
the worldly and financial schemes of the men to whom they con- 
fess their sins within its walls. The heated attacks made upon 
Mayor Mitchel, of New York City, last spring by certain priests 
of this city and Brooklyn because of his attitude toward certain 
Catholic institutions that receive public money from the city, 
are fresh in the minds of all who take any cognizance of public 
affairs as dealt with in the newspapers from day to day. Yet 
no particular outcry was heard from the laity, anywhere. 
“Superior allegiance” is one thing, and “loyalty” to the flag and 
the country is another, and it is always well to bear this dis- 
tinction in mind when speaking of Roman Catholics as a body. 
It is also to be remembered that in thousands of individual cases 
the “spiritual allegiance” does not form any factor in the decision 
made as to given action by the individual. 


Will you please show this magazine to a friend and try to 
get him or her to subscribe for it? The March issue will have 
an article about St. Patrick and an interesting letter from 
Father O’Connor to Cardinal McCloskey. 
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THE FINANCES OF THE VATICAN 


The New York papers of Jan. 29 published a despatch from 
Rome to the effect that the finances of the Vatican were “in an 
alarming condition” and that “an international committee was 
to be formed to reorganize them.” 

In the “Sun” of Feb. 10 a full-page article by F. Cunliffe- 
Owen commenced with the words, “Papal finances are not in 
an alarming condition,’ and a detailed description of the men 
and methods employed in the handling and management of the 
large revenues of the so-called “Vicar” of Him who had not 
where to lay His head follows. The article concludes thus: 

“The invested capital and revenue bearing property of the 
Holy See may under the circumstances be estimated without 
exaggeration at something over $100,000,000, possibly $120,- 
000,000, yielding in normal times an income of $3,000,000, to 
which must be added the amount contributed each year in the 
shape of Peter’s pence. From this it will be seen that even 
though the Peter’s pence may have diminished by forty per cent. 
and the returns from some of the foreign investments may have 
been temporarily reduced, the Holy See is in no peril of bank- 
ruptcy. 

“To all these assets must be added those well-nigh priceless 
possessions of the Holy See which produce no revenue but the 
maintenance of which is a source of expense. Thus there are 
the picture galleries of the Vatican, its unrivalled collection of 
ancient statuary, its unique library and archives, valued together 
at the most moderate estimate at $56,000,000; its tapestries, its 
gold, jewels and precious metals and stones, said to represent 
some $20,000,000, the gold along weighing thirty tons and the 
jewels twice as much.” 

“Current Literature,” Jan., 1895, contained this paragraph: 
“It is said that the gold contained in the medals, vessels, chains 
and other objects preserved in the Vatican would make more 
gold coins than the whole of the present European circulation.” 

In view of present conditions among the Roman Catholics 
in all the countries of Europe, the average man is likely to 
think that at least a portion of all this wealth might be dis- 
tributed among the members of the Church of which the Pope 
is the head. 
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CHRIST’S MISSION’S GREATEST OBSTACLE 

The greatest hindrance to the work of Christ’s Mission is 
the false conception of the real character of the politico-religious 
cult whose head to-day is Pope Benedict XV. This conception 
grows out of ignorance, first of its tenets themselves, and sec- 
ondly—of no less importance—of the spiritual, moral and ethical 
planes created by them for its followers. The astute and care- 
fully worded public pronouncements of ecclesiastics of all grades 
are taken at their face value, and deepen erroneous opinions 
already held, that are based on incomplete knowledge of funda- 
mental doctrines and principles. The distinctions between the 
Roman Curia, which is one element of the Roman system, the 
hierarchy, which is another, and the laity, which is a third, are 
overlooked, even if their tripartite character, as such, is known 
at all. Ignorance—or ignoring—of the real nature, for exam- 
ple, of Transubstantiation, Confession and Penance, Infallibility 
of the Church and of the Pope, the Papal Supremacy and the 
Temporal Power (to mention only a few things of importance 
among many) leads to the acceptance, in measure, of the claim 
put forth by Rome as being the “Church of Jesus Christ,” and 
the things mentioned, as well as others, are not regarded as 
disqualifying the institution at large from being counted as 
worthy of a place among those Churches which are all founded 
on the Gospel of our Lord as revealed in the New Testament, 
in spite of differences of details in Church government and the 
interpretation to be placed upon certain passages of Scripture. 
This failure to recognize the fundamental differences between 
the cult of Rome and the basic teaching of all the evangelical 
Churches lies at the root of the practically universal indiffer- 
ence to the need of both personal and organized effort for the 
evangelization of the Roman Catholic people, as also to the lack 
of apprehension at the formidable, ubiquitous and increasing 
power of the Roman hierarchy in civic and political affairs. A 
concrete example of this mental attitude is found in a note writ- 
ten by the literary editor of the organ of one of the most 
important Protestant Churches in the land regarding one 
issue of this magazine. The writer says that “the charges are 
very positive, but apply to the individual acts 
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‘OF PRIESTS AND NUNS AND THE TYRANNY OF ITS GOVERNMENT’ 


rather than to the essential life of the Church, and, it would 
seem, might be more effectually overcome by the prosecution 
of the guilty parties before a civil court. If there are impostors 
in that Church or any other, by all means let them be exposed 
and punished, but it is hardly fair to condemn an entire denomi- 
nation because of the baseness of some of its members (italics 
ours).” In this sentence the Church of Rome is classed as “a 
denomination” of the Church of Christ throughout the world, 
and as being entitled to recognition as a sister Church among 
such bodies as the Reformed Church in America, the Protestant 
Episcopal Church, the Methodist Episcopal Church, the Pres- 
byterian Church, the Baptist Church, and all those bodies which 
stand for an open Bible as the only standard of life and doc- 
trine and the evangelical teaching of the Protestant Reforma- 
tion. The evils dealt with in this magazine, so far from being 
the work of “impostors,” are concrete examples of the logical 
working out of the inherent principles and recognized practice 
of the system itselfi—which is a great difference. Our sub- 
scribers and friends are asked to remember that Christ’s Mis- 
sion and its workers know the real Rome as it actually is, and 
not as it represents itself to be in the public utterances of its 
priests of various ranks and its talking machines in the various 
Catholic societies. Some of them know by their own bitter 
experience, and others by years of careful and close observa- 
tion and study of its deeds as well as its doctrines, what kind 
of fruit grows from the roots of the whole system, and speak 
and write accordingly. They wish to dispel the almost univer- 
sal ignorance on these things among evangelical Christians, and 
this work, together with that of placing the real Gospel of Jesus 
Christ (which the great bulk of them never hear from their 
priests—for one simple reason that they do not know it them- 
selves) before the Catholic people, constitute the two forms of 
effort inaugurated by the late Father O’Connor, and for which 
it exists to-day. 


You can do your Catholic friends much good by telling them 
of what Christ has done for you. 
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LORD ACTON AND THE ROMAN CHURCH 


Under the able editorship of Sir Robertson Nicoll, “The 
British Weekly” has become one of the foremost religious papers 
in the British Empire, wielding a powerful influence not only 
throughout all the membership of the Free Churches, but among 
many thinking people far beyond their boundaries. While by 
no means as blind to the machinations of the Roman hierarchy 
and the astute and successful strategy by which they are carried 
on, as most of American religious journals appear to be, it has 
for years taken up such a “liberal” attitude toward the Vatican 
and its agents that what strictures it may have put forth from 
time to time have had little effect in conveying any serious mes- 
sage as to the danger to the nation that is contained in the 
Papal Peril. Its issue of October 18, 1917, had an editorial, 
entitled “Can We Trust Rome?” which suggests that certain 
recent Papal activities, especially in the procuring of the 
despatch of a representative to the Vatican by the British Gov- 
ernment, have created some little unedsiness in the editorial 
mind, although, the weakness of the last paragraph of the edi- 
torial, to some extent, modifies the moderate vigor of the open- 
ing sentences, which appear to have been suggested by a recent 
declaration of Sir Robert Perks to the effect that Pope Benedict 
XV was trying to secure a German peace, coupled with the 
appearance of the first volume of the “Correspondence” of the 
late Lord Acton. 


Of this nobleman we are told that he grew up a devout 
Roman Catholic under Dr. Dollinger, with whom he studied for 
six years, and that, with him, he was the chief opponent of 
Papal Infallibility. He had expected, as the result of his oppo- 
sition to this dogma, to be excommunicated, like Dr. Dollinger, 
but this did not happen, and the “Tablet” (the chief Papal organ 
in England) said ‘that “beyond all possibility. of doubt Lord 
Acton, in spite of a stormy and troubled past, remained a faith- 
ful son of the Catholic Church.” 

“The British Weekly” then goes on: 

“In the light of these facts we wish to make some extracts 


from this new book, which will show Acton’s real opinion of 
the Church in which he lived and died. His great passion was 
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for liberty. It is very difficult to understand how a champion 
of liberty, as Acton understood it, could possibly find a home 
in the Roman Catholic Church. In his view the supreme crimes 
of the Church were the telling of lies and the shedding of blood 
in order to secure ecclesiastical power. Of the strength and 
violence of this conviction we give evidence in the form of a 
auotation which we should wish every reader to consider. He 
says: 


The Ultramontane, desiring to defend the Papacy, had 
to condone and justify its acts and laws. He was worse 
than the accomplices of the Old Man of the Mountain, for 
they picked off individual victims. But the Papacy con- 
trived murder and massacre on the largest and also on the 
most cruel and inhuman scale. They were not only whole- 
sale assassins, but they made the principle of assassination 
a law of the Christian Church and a condition of salvation. 
Was it better to renounce the Papacy out of horror for its 
acts, or to condone the acts out of reverence for the Papacy ? 
The Papal party preferred the latter alternative. It ap- 
peared to me that such men are infamous in the last degree. 
I did not accuse them of error, as I might impute it to 
Grotius or Channing, but of crime. I thought that a per- 
son who imitated them for political or other motives was 
worthy of death. But those whose motive was religious 
seemed to me worse than the others, because that which is 
in others the last resource of conversion is with them the 
source of guilt. The spring of repentance is broken, the 
conscience is not only weakened but warped. Their prayers 
and sacrifices appeared to me the most awful sacrilege. The 
idea of putting on the same level an Ultramontane priest 
and a priest of licentious life was to me not only monstrous 
but unintelligible. 


He points out again that Rome taught for four centuries and 
more that no Catholic could be saved who denied that heretics 
ought to be put to death. He also says that Catholics who accept 
Infallibility ‘at once become irreconcilable enemies of civil and 
religious liberty. They will have to profess a false system of 
morality, and to repudiate literary and scientific sincerity. They 
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will be as dangerous to civilized society in the school as in the 
State.’ 


“As to the Church of Rome and liberty, he writes: 


If Liberalism has a desperate foe it is the Church, as it 
was in the West, between 1200 and 1600 or 1700. The phi- 
losophy of Liberal history, which has to acknowledge the 
invaluable services of early Christianity, feels at the same 
time rather more strongly the anti-Liberal and anti-social 
action of later Christianity, before the rise of the sects 
which rejected, some the divinity of Christ, others the insti- 
tutions of the Church erected upon it. 


“We might multiply these extracts, but it is not necessary. 
A Roman Catholic dyed in grain gives his view of the Roman 
Church as the persistent enemy of liberty, always ready to per- 
secute when she has the power, always ready to excuse any 
immorality that was brought to be for the benefit of the Church.” 


ANOTHER CASE OF ROMAN ETHICS. 


“The Jersey Journal” of May 4, 1915, contained a news item 
which began thus: 

“Rose Conley, 28 Parson Street, began a suit to-day before 
Vice-Chancellor Lewis in Chancery Chambers for the custody 
of her thirteen-year-old daughter, Mary Conley. According to 
the story Mrs. Conley told the Vice-Chancellor on the witness 
stand, in 1906 she and her husband Joseph became involved in 
financial difficulties, which forced them to part from their six 
children, of whom Mary was the youngest. Later, when the 
entanglements were done away with, Mr. and Mrs. Conley 
sought to unite their family and succeeded in getting back all 
of their children with the exception of Mary. 

“She testified that she went to the Rev. Father Smith, of St. 
John’s Church, and that he told her her daughter was dead. 
She said that the Catholic Benevolent Legion had endeavored 
to dissuade her from further search for her daughter. She said 
that she then employed Counsellor Lewis G. Hansen, who, after 
a protracted search, finally located the little girl living in the 
home of Mr. and Mrs. Joseph Monte, on East Thirteenth Street, 
near Fifth Avenue, Bayonne.” 
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THE PAPACY AND THE GREAT WAR 


The London “Protestant Observer,” one of the most careful, 
conservative and accurate publications of its kind had a remark- 
able article in its issue of September, 1914, entitled “Rome’s Hand 
in the War.” 

It is too long for citation in full, but a few of its paragraphs 
have derived an interest and sinister significance through events 
that have occurred since they were written. 

The writer says that “Cardinal Manning, whose passionate 
love for ultramontanism sometimes led him into verbal indis- 
cretions,” stated in 1874 that: 

“There is only one solution of the difficulty, a solution, I 
fear, impending, and that is, the terrible scourge of Continental 
war, a war which will exceed the horrors of any of the wars of 
the first Empire. And it is my firm conviction that, in spite of all 
obstacles, the Vicar of Jesus Christ will be put again in his own 
rightful place. But that day will not be until his adversaries will 
have crushed each other with mutual destruction.” 

Further on this writer says: 

“It may be remembered that when the Hague Conference of 
1899 was being arranged for, Pope Leo XIII claimed the right 
to be represented not only as a temporal sovereign, but as the 
world’s greatest peacemaker. The claim was naturally rejected 
as an absurdity. At the time, Dr. Andrew Dickson White, of 
Cornell University, late Ambassador of the United States at 
Berlin, sat in the Hague Conference as President of the American 
Delegation. In his ‘Autobiography,’ (pp. 349-351) published in 
1905, he relates an incident which throws an interesting side- 
light on the methods of the Vatican ii promoting war while 
posing as a champion of peace. The Conference had concluded 
its labors, and Dr. White was preparing to depart, when he found 
at the door a leading Roman Catholic diplomat who represented 
one of the great Latin nations. He was in a towering passion. 
Dr. White invited him to drive home, have dinner with him, and 
unburden his mind. The Roman Catholic delegate did so, and 
explained the cause of his wrath. What had aroused him, he 
said, was a letter from the Pope which had been read at the Con- 
ference, and which contained the usual preposterous claims rep- 
resenting the Pope as the world’s greatest peacemaker. 
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“The Vatican has always been,” continued the Roman Catho- 
lic delegate, “and is to-day, a storm-centre. The Pope and his 
advisers have never hesitated to urge on war, no matter how 
bloody, when the slightest of their ordinary worldly purposes 
could be served by it. The great religious wars of Europe were 
entirely stirred up and egged on by them; and, as everybody 
knows, the Pope did everything to prevent the signing of the 
Treaty of Munster, which put an end to the Thirty Years War, 
even going as far as to declare the oath taken by the plenipotenti- 
aries at that Congress of no effect. All through the Middle 
Ages, and at the Renaissance period, the Popes kept Italy in 
turmoil and bloodshed for their own family and territorial ad- 
vantage, and they kept all Europe in turmoil for two centuries 
after the Reformation—in fact, just as long as they could—in 
the wars of religion. They did everything they could to stir up 
the war between Austria and Prussia in 1866, thinking that 
Austria, a Catholic Power, was sure to win, and then everything 
possible to stir up the war of France against Prussia in 1870, in 
order to accomplish the same purpose“of checking German Prot- 
estantism ; and now they are doing all they can to arouse hatred 
even to deluge Italy in blood in the vain attempt to recover the 
Temporal Power. * * * Their whole policy is based on 
stirring up hatred and promoting conflicts from which they hope 
to draw worldly advantage. In view of all this, one stands 
amazed at the cool statement of the Vatican letter.” 

On July 6, 1887, Father O’Connor wrote a letter to Cardinal 
Gibbons, in “The Converted Catholic,” which begun thus: 

“Sir—Two years before I left your Church, that is, in 1876, 
when I was pastor of a parish in the suburbs of Chicago, the late 
Bishop Foley and Father Morini, an eminent Italian priest, were 
at dinner with me when the conversation turned on the European 
war then raging, and Father Morini expressed the hope that 
other countries besides Russia, Turkey and Bulgaria, would be 
involved in it. He was a Roman by birth; had spent many years 
in England, and was a trained diplomat. Bishop Foley asked him 
why he desired a general European war, and he replied that the 
Holy Father would never be re-established in his temporal do- 
minions until all the powers of Europe were engaged in a general 
war; then they would call upon the Pope to act as arbitrator and 
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mediator. A long discussion ensued, Bishop Foley only half 
agreeing with Morini, and taking the ground that the spiritual 
interests of the Church were not concerned in the matter. . Father 
Morini maintained that the political interests of the Church were 
far more important than the spiritual, as the Lord would take 
care of the latter, while the Pope was the custodian of the for- 
mer. With great frankness he said this was the view entertained 
by all the ruling spirits in the Church at Rome, and it would have 
to be adopted and carried out everywhere, or the Church would 
suffer, and its power and influence steadily diminish.” 


THE SPIRITUAL BANKRUPTCY OF THE ROMAN 
CHURCH 


My words are guiltless of the bigot’s sense! 
My soul has fire to mingle with the fire 

Of all these souls, within or out of doors 
Of Rome’s Church or another. I believe 

In one priest, and one temple, with its floors 
Of shining jasper, gloom’d at morn and eve 

By countless knees of earnest auditors; 
And crystal walls, too lucid -to perceive— 

That none may take the measure of the place 
And say, “So far the porphyry; then, the flint— 

To this mark mercy goes, and there, ends grace,” 
While still the permeable crystals hint 

At some white starry distance, bathed in space! 
I feel how nature’s ice-crusts keep the dint 

Of undersprings of silent Deity; 
I hold the articulated gospels which 

Shew Christ among us, crucified on tree; 
I love all who love truth, if poor or rich 

In what they have won of truth possessively! 
No altars and no hands defiled with pitch 

Shall scare me off, but I will pray and eat 
With all these—taking leave to choose my ewers 

And say at last, “Your visible Churches cheat 
Their inward types: and if a Church assures 

Of standing without failure and defeat, 
That Church both fails and lies!” 

Elizabeth Barrett Browning (“Casa Guidi Windows’’). 


In the “Catholic Citizen,” Milwaukee, July 6, 1912, Father Conway, C.S.P., 
says: “Catholics do not find any warrant in reason or Christianity for the 
emotional conversion of a Protestant revival, or the superstitious expectancy 
of a sudden “change of heart” or “getting religion,’ which private judgment 
has begotten in simple souls, “tossed to and fro, and carried about with every 
wind of doctrine.” (Eph. iv, 14.) 


The London “Catholic Times,” Sept. 1, 1911, contained an 
article nearly a column in length about conditions in the Roman 
Catholic neighborhoods of Liverpool, which are at least sixty 
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years old. The writer, dealing with circumstances attending a 
great strike, said, among other things: “Catholics, or those who 
should be Catholics, and who would probably strenuously claim 
the privilege of being such, must be held responsible for a great 
share in the thefts and assaults, the destruction of property and 
the lawless violence which have taken place in Liverpool. * * * 
The passing fact of the recent outbreak of hooliganism has but 
served to lend additional force to the permanent fact that in 
Liverpool Catholics are to be found, to a greater extent than their 
proportion to the whole population, in the lowest class of the 
community, the class most marked by drunkenness and social 
degradation. * * * Infamous housing conditions, bitter racial and 
religious bigotry, and insufficiency of acceptable spiritual agencies 
—for these the immigrants were not responsible, and of these the 
City on the Mersey reaps the harvest still. Not old causes, how- 
ever, but present-day effects are of interest now. The circum- 
stances of sixty years ago may not be altered now, but the 
present condition of some of the Catholic quarters of Liverpool 
calls for all the forces of spiritual and social amelioration that 
can be summoned to the attack.” After “suggesting a “mission” 
carried on daily “in the slums of Liverpool,” the writer says: 
“Such a mission would not be concerned with Protestantism or 
Socialism or any other religious or political creed; only with 
trying to make baptized Catholics sober, and honest, and kind, 
and clean in person, life and speech. Altogether hopeless, some 
will say. * * * Of the need for the crusade there is no shadow 
of doubt. A walk through the purely Catholic parts of Liver- 
pool will prove it quite irrespective of the testimony of police 
and prison statistics.” (The italics are ours.) 

And it is the ecclesiastical organization that has made and 
kept these people what they afe for sixty years, that poses here 
as the bulwark of our religious and civil liberties and the spirit- 
ual instructors of our nation! . 

In the London “Saturday Review,” Sept. 28, 1912, Cope 
Cornford, in an article, “In Belfast To-day,” says, concerning 
the city itself: “Beyond the great main thoroughfare, with its 
opulent shops, the ebb and flow of the foot passengers, the per- 
petual drone of the crowded trains, lie the squalid streets and 
festering alleys of the Nationalist quarter. Like a foreign.city, 
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it pushes its spurs to within a stone’s throw of the stark business 
metropolis founded and developed by Scottish vigor and Scottish 
thrift. Its «habitants are alien in custom, in religion and in 
politics. * * * In the Nationalist quarter sullen men cluster in 
knots, talking together; the slatternly women, wearing dark 
shawls over their heads, straggle in and out the miserable shops, 
while the ragged children play in the foul kennel.” 
But to come a little closer both as to location and time, we 
find this paragraph in the Brooklyn “Tablet” of Dec. 23, 1916: 
“The main artillery of Billy Sunday is now being aimed 
at John Barleycorn. The devil of booze is a frightfully 
active agent and we are all with ‘Billy’ in his hot-shot firmg 
at the saloons. Three-quarters of the Catholic children who 
stay away from Mass during the winter months give as a 
reason that they have no shoes. In the majority of cases 
the price of the shoes has been handed over the bar by the 
bibulous fathers, who in the end make their children pay 
the drink bill in suffering and neglect of school and Mass.” 


It would be hard to find a more complete confession of the 
spiritual bankruptcy of the Roman religious*system. Of course, 


the reason is that it does not tell the people about a living Christ, 
who can and will save them here in this life from the power 
and dominion, not only of drink, but of sin of every kind. 

Curiously enough, from the same issue we learn that if the 
Church is powerless to point the slave of liquor to the Redeemer, 
who is able to “save from the uttermost to the uttermost,” it is 
equally powerless to render “the Sacraments” of any real, prac- 
tical value to many a “prominent, never-missing-Mass, gener- 
ous, popular and rich parishioner,” for we are told: 

“The most perplexing problem in Catholic life is what 
to do with.the prominent, never-missing-Mass, generous, 
popular and rich parishioner, who positively refuses to go 
to the Sacraments. There is one or more found in every 
parish. The country pastor in particular feels the effect 
most uncomfortably. There are some cases where the sup- 
port of a small mission depends almost entirely upon such. 
Only the grace of God will touch their hearts.” 


And yet the Church, whose spiritual failure is thus recorded 
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in one of its own papers, not only claims to be the sole reposi- 
tory of the saving grace of God and the only gateway to Heaven, 
but calmly claims supremacy and overlordship over all bodies 
who uphold and proclaim the doctrine that Jesus Christ is able 
to so transform the heart of any man that it shall be his great- 
est joy in life to do those things that shall bring him into the 
closest contact with his Divine Lord and Master. 

The tree is known by its fruits. 

The extent to which these “fruits” are to be found, though 
of course by no means everywhere, in such an extreme form, 
may be judged from the following statement in “Ave Maria,” 
quoted in “The Catholic Citizen,” Oct. 6, 1917: 

“Unless reports of religious conditions that reach us from 
various parts of the country are greatly exaggerated, the num- 
ber of converts to the Church in the United States is as a drop 
in a bucket to the number of ‘fallen-aways.’” 


And in the same issue of the last-named paper we find the 
following about Spain: « 


AFTER 400 YEARS OF PAPAL CONTROL. 


Senor Jose Castillejo, formerly a professor at the University 


of Seville and later at Valladolid, and since 1910 permanent sec- 
retary to a board of higher scientific research in the Spanish 
Ministry of Public Instruction, has spent the summer in helping 
the University of Leeds to organize Spanish studies. 

During a visit he has been paying to Dublin he gave a long 
interview to a representative of “The Irish Times” on parties, 
politics and unrest in Spain. “The great majority of the popu- 
lation,” he said, “are sincere Catholics, but very few among them 
have received serious fundamental religious instruction, and for 
the great majority religion consists of a few phrases from the 
Catechism learnt by heart and the precepts of the Decalogue.” 


“It has been, from earliest antiquity, the custom of the 
Roman Pontiffs, in the exercise of the divinely bestowed gifts 
of the primacy in the admission of the Church of Christ to 
send forth legates to Christian nations and peoples. And they 
did this, not by an adventitious, but an inherent right.”—Encyc- 
lical Longinque Oceani, Pope Leo XIII. 
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WHAT HE MIGHT HAVE TOLD THOSE ROMAN 
CATHOLICS 


The leader of a Men’s Bible Class recently said that 
while out with the boys’ band belonging to the church 
in one part of the city where they attracted a crowd of 
people, a pastor with them said: “We can’t do anything 
here: these people are all Catholics!” 

This pastor was, unfortunately, only a type of a great many 
more, whose ignorance of the real nature of Roman doctrine has 
much to do with the serious religious conditions which exist in 
respect of churches throughout the country, but especially in 
the large cities where colonies of Catholics numbering thousands 
exist, many showing great activity in almost every form of good 
work—except the evangelization of these victims of priestcraft 
and superstition. And this because the ignorance of the pastor 
prevents him from informing the members of his church as to 
their opportunities in this regard and how to utilize them. 

Now, on the occasion referred to this pastor could have told 
the Roman Catholic people by whom he was surrounded some 
plain Gospel truths without mentioning’ their Church or chal- 
lenging any of its doctrines or practices, or saying anything that 
could possibly have been construed as “proselyting.” And yet 
he could have told them some things that would not only have 
been real “news” to them, but news that many of them would 
have been glad to hear, because in any crowd of Catholic people 
there are sure to be some who are really pious up to their lights, 
and who are anxious to please God—even if for no other reason 
than to escape the torments of Hell so vividly painted to them 
by their Church. 

Here are a few such things that he could have told them: 

1. That Jesus loved and cared for each and every one of 
them, and sympathized with them in all the sorrows and trials 
of life—that when on earth He knew what it was to be poor, and 
to go hungry, and to have no place to lay His head; that He knew 
by experience what it was to be hated, and misrepresented and 
lied about: that He was always the friend of women and children 
—indeed, that He was the first great religious teacher since 
Moses who gave women any real place in His system of philoso- 
phy; that several of His miracles were to feed the hungry and 
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also to heal the sick; and that he was so much the friend of the 
people as against the rich and the Jewish hierarchy and those 
who oppressed the poor that there are some who say that He 
was the first great Socialist; also that He is the same yesterday, 
to-day and forever. 

2. That Jesus came to save all men and women—and boys 
and girls, too—from their sins; and that He had power not only 
to forgive all the sins of the past, but that He was both able 
and willing to put a power into the hearts of all those who, by 
faith, personally accepted the atonement He made on the Cross 
for their sins, that would prevent sin having any more dominion 
over them. So that He was ABLE not merely. to give a person 
the consciousness that the sins of the past were forgiven him, 
but to deliver him from the bondage of drink or vice or pro- 
fanity or gambling or any other form of evil to which he might 
now be a slave. And that when any person had received this 
blessing it brought peace to his soul and happiness into his life, 
together with the assurance that at death he would go to be with 
the Lord—as he told the dying thief that day he should be with 
Him in Paradise. 

3. That the will of God for every single one of them was 
that they should live happy lives and that however hard and 
rough the way of life might be for them so far as outside cir- 
cumstances might be, one and all could know what it was to 
enjoy the peace of God that passeth all understanding, and that 
they could live from day to day having the Divine power to com- 
fort and aid and sustain them in all their troubles and sorrows 
and the Divine Wisdom and the Divine Word in the Bible to 
guide them ir all hours of perplexity and difficulty of any and 
every kind. 

Of course he could have told them a great deal more, but 
these few things would have been of great help to many of his 
hearers, especially if he had finished by assuring his Catholic 
hearers that he knew these things from his own personal ex- 
perience and describing the particular way by which he entered 
into it. . 

What a pity—what a grievous pity that the good man should 
have thought that because the crowd was made up of Catholics 
he “could not do anything” to help and bless them! 
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PURGATORY 
BY JAMES A. 0’CONNOR. 


The Roman Catholic Church has added many doctrines to the 
truth of God as revealed in the Scriptures, and not the least of 
them is that of Purgatory. The Council of Trent declared that 
there is a place called Purgatory, and that-souls confined therein 
are assisted by masses and prayer. Where Purgatory is located 
is not indicated, but it must be somewhere in the suburbs of Hell, 
for the Catechism of the Council says: “There is a purgatorial 
fire, tormented in which souls make expiation for a certain 
period.” As to the nature of the expiation, we are assured by 
learned Roman Catholic theologians that the suffering is like that 
of Hell. 

Bishop Bouvier in his “Institutiones Theologice” says: “The 
punishment in Purgatory is two-fold: one of loss of the beatific 
vision for a time, and the other of the senses. The pain of 
the senses is occasioned, according to the Greeks, by toil and 
agony; but it is the general belief of the Latins that there is in 
Purgatory a material fire like the fire of Hell; and, therefore, 
the Church, in praying for the souls of the faithful departed, 
asks not only a place of light and peace, but also of cooling 
(locum refrigerii), as refrigerator, against the heat of fire.” 

How the living help the souls in Purgatory is explained by 
the “Mission Book” of the Redemptorist Fathers in these words: 
“By prayer, penance, alms and other good works; by indulgences 
and especially by holy mass.” It also states that “those who die 
in venial sin, or who have not satisfied God’s justice, go to Pur- 
gatory (page 23).” This is the doctrine of the Roman Church 
regarding Purgatory as stated by authentic writers. 

If the blood of Christ cleanses from ALL sin, then no sin 
remains uncleansed to be expiated in Purgatory. “Blessed are 
the dead, which die in the Lord from henceforth. Yea, saith the 
Spirit, that they may rest from their labors” (Rev. xiv: 13). 
Souls tormented in the fires of Purgatory cannot be said to rest 
in any sense. 

THE PoPE AND PURGATORY 

“The Converted Catholic” for October, 1904, contains a 

reference to a book about Savonarola that has been recently 
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brought out by Dr. McHardy. ‘The reference to the book closes 
thus: “Dr. McHardy adds an item to our knowledge of the 
events which preceded the burning at the stake, for he states 
that after the Pope’s Commissioner had read out the sentence 
of death by fire, he went on: ‘His Holiness is pleased to free 
you from the pains of Purgatory by granting you a plenary 
indulgence!” If such a monster of infamy as Pope Alexander VI 
had power to do this for Savonarola, it follows that every Pope 
since (including Pope Benedict XV) has had it, and upon them 
has, accordingly, rested the responsibility for all the sufferings 
endured by all the unfortunate Catholics who have died—at 
least from the days of Savonarola. 


CHURCH LANDS IN AUSTRIA AND HUNGARY 


The “Literary Digest,” Jan. 5, 1918, quotes as follows from 
the “New Europe,” of London: 


“An interesting side-light comes from Hungary upon one 
possible reason for the Vatican’s desire for peace. The organ 
of that genuinely devout and clerical minister, Count Apponyi, 
announced on September 9 that a scheme was in preparation 
for regulating all the vast episcopal domains of Hungary, pool- 


ing their revenues, and after the assignment of fixed salaries 
to the hierarchy, using the balance for opening schools and 
augmenting the stipends of the lower clergy. Under such a 
scheme the Primate would receive an annual income of $60,000 
(instead of $625,000!) and archbishops and bishops $37,500 and 
$25,000 respectively. This is intended to forestall the demand 
of secularization of Church lands, which is one of the main 
planks in the programme of the Radicals. The vast wealth of 
the episcopate and the great monastic orders in Hungary and 
Austria, and the alarming growth of mortmain, already pre- 
sented a very serious problem before the war. In view of the 
Dual Monarchy’s approaching bankruptcy it is almost inevitable 
that after the war this wealth should be utilized by the State 
as one of the means of paying its debts. Considerations of this 
kind probably help to explain the presence of the Cardinal Pri- 
mate in the chair at a recent peace meeting in Budapest indors- 
ing the Papal note.” 
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THE U. S. CARDINALS AND POPE LEO XIII 


The “New York Times” of Feb. 3 contained the following: 

“The National Security League has made public indorsement 
by the three American Cardinals for a nation-wide special ob- 
servance of Lincoln’s Birthday. Cardinal Gibbons expressed his 
approval in a letter in which it was said, “The Cardinal is pleased 
to approve the two “key thoughts” and wish them the widest 
publicity during the week of Feb. 10.’ They are: 

“*1. America is to-day, as in Lincoln’s day, the land of equal 
opportunity for all. The road from log cabin to White House 
is open to him who can tread it. 

“2. The “Lincoln pledge” in Lincoln’s words, “We have 
highly resolved that these dead shall not have died in vain, and 
that government of the people, for the people, by the people 
shall not perish from the earth.”’” 

Although Cardinal Gibbons approves (for non-Catholic - 
consumption) the second of these key thoughts, Pope Leo XIII 
does_not, and be it remembered that the Encyclical Jmmortale 
Dei is as much alive to-day as when it was first promulgated in 
1885. On p. 120 of “The Great Encyclical Letters of Pope Leo 
XIII” (Benziger Bros.) the Pope condemns, as one of the prin- 
ciples that drive the Church “into an unrightful position,” this 
very “key thought” in these words: 

“Among these principles the main one lays down that as all 
men are alike by race and nature, so in like manner all are equal 
in the control of their life; that each one is so far his own 
master as to be in no sense under the rule of any other indi- 
vidual; that each is free to think on every subject just as he 
may choose, and to do whatever he may like to do; that no man 
has any right to rule over other men. Ina society grounded upon 
such maxims, all government is nothing more nor less than 
the will of the people, and the people, being under the power 
of itself alone, is alone its own ruler. It does choose neverthe- 
less some to whose charge it may commit itself, but in such 
wise that it makes over to them not the right so much as the 
business of governing to be exercised, however, in its name.” 

So much for the Papal view of “government of the people, 
for the people, by the people’”—‘“at variance with not only the 
Christian, but even with the natural law.” 

One word from the Vatican outweighs all that could be 
written by every priest in America in ten years. 
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SECRETARY’S NOTES 


We regret that unforeseen conditions have made it necessary 
to hold over two of our, in their respective ways, most interest- 
ing articles, “My Life Story,” by Mr. E. M. Eriksen, and “The 
Gospel in the Douay (Catholic) Bible.” Both of these articles 
will appear in the March issue. 

sys 


It may interest our readers to know that our Director has 
been holding a series of lectures in Philadelphia and German- 
town, Pa., during the month of February. Through his efforts 
a number of new friends have become interested in our great 
work. 


To the Editor of THE ProTesTaANT REVIEW: 

Dear Sir—Enclosed please find $2 for the renewal of my 
magazine. I knew my subscription had expired, but was wait- 
ing for the above date to renew, as I expected money then. 
I wish I could send more, but. perhaps can some day. I shall 
never lose my interest in the work. I like the spirit of the 
RevIEW under your management. I hope the mantle of Father 
O’Connor has fallen on you and that the blessing of God may 


fall on all your efforts in this great and good work. R. B. 


Her Seconp Errort To Escape. 

A girl, fifteen years old, was on the fire-escape in the rear of 
the home conducted by Dominican nurses at 329 East 63d Street, 
New York, when Anna McCormack, an attendant, made her 
early morning rounds. The girl was Rose Vava, who had been 
brought to the institution by the Children’s Society and who a 
month ago had escaped and run away. 


Last week she was returned to the home, but she abided the 
care of the attendants and the caresses of her playmates with 
a determination to flee again at the first opportunity. Yesterday 
morning she descended on the iron ladder from the fifth floor 
and had reached the bottom, which is several feet above the 
ground, when discovered. She leaped and her ankle was broken. 
She was taken to Bellevue Hospital—N. Y. “Sun,” Dec. 3, 1917. 
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THE LAWLESSNESS OF THE ROMAN HIERARCHY 

On June 26, 1914, Dr. Orts y Gonzalez sent a communication 
to The Guardian of Liberty from Sagua la Grande, Cuba, in 
which he said: “There is something which strikes powerfully 
the attention of every careful observer who compares Latin 
nations with Anglo-Saxon states, and that is the contrast be- 
tween the lawlessness of the former and the law-abiding spirit 
of the latter. Looking for an explanation of this contrast, it is 
certain that one of the most powerful and dangerous factors 
contributing to the former is the interference by the Roman 
Catholic Church with the administration of public justice in those 
countries. Where and when Romanism rules supreme, the state 
is compelled to accept and abide by the ecclesiastical law called 
‘the privileges of asylum, or ecclesiastical immunity.’ According 
to this privilege, every criminal—except those guilty of the most 
awful crimes, such as les€ majesté and murder—can escape 
punishment by taking refuge in a chapel, church, monastery, 
convent, palace of a bishop or cardinal, even in the house of 
a priest if it adjoins a church. More than this, if a criminal 
pursued by officers of justice meets in the streets a Roman 
Catholic procession and merely touches the priest carrying the 
holy sacrament, he cannot be taken into custody by the repre- 
sentatives of the law. In that way thousands of criminals in 
Latin countries have escaped their just punishments; and the 
history of France, Italy, Spain and Spanish colonies is filled 
with the quarrels between the ecclesiastical and civil authorities, 
because the representatives of the Church refused to deliver to 
the representatives of the law the criminals who took refuge 
with them under this privilege. Doubtless many of my readers 
will believe that it must have been only in the Middle Ages that 
the Roman Catholic Church dared claim such a dangerous and 
demoralizing privilege; but, in fact, Romanism claims to-day 
the same privilege and tries by all means to enforce it. Pius IX 
in his Bull, Syllabus, Proposition XXX, claims that same im- 
munity. Pius X, in a recent letter to Portugal, advocates the 
same doctrine. Cardinal Tuto y Vives, who, until his death 
last year, was ‘confessor of the present Pope, in his last book 
published two years ago, ‘Compendium Juris Canonici,’ teaches 
the same doctrines and accuses of mortal sin those Catholics 
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who do not enforce them. And so on. Can justice be really 
administered when interfered with in this way? Can you not see 
how such an interference encourages lawlessness and crime? 
Do you wish the administration of public justice in our country 
to be thus interfered with? Surely not.” 


In Mexico. 

The New York “World,” Oct. 25, 1917, had a despatch from 
Mexico City of the previous day saying that at the request of 
President Carranza the House of Representatives was consider- 
ing the suspension of the thirteenth article of the new Consti- 
tution, to enable the Government to deal effectively with offend- 
ers against the public peace and constitutional order. It was 
explained that the Government intended to deal more rigorously 
with members of the Roman Catholic clergy, especially in Guadal- 
ajara and Guanajuato, who were agcused of inciting rebellion. 
It was also said that the anti-Government press would be “regu- 
lated with a heavy hand” and that “plotting groups in the large 
cities would be prosecuted” if the powers asked for by the 
President were granted. 

It is possible that a partial explanation of these clerical activi- 
ties is to be found in a Motu Proprio, addressed to the Arch- 
bishops and Bishops of Mexico, published in the Brooklyn 
“Fablet” of August 4, 191%, which contained the following 
paragraphs: 

“As the gravity of the case requires, We have read very care- 
fully and examined most diligently the letter you wrote of your 
own accord; and as We had anticipated, We have found therein 
your fervent zeal in upholding the divine rights of the Church, 
the diligence with which you have defended the Faith of your 
people, so much the more when We bear in mind the insurmount- 
able difficulties that beset you; and finally, your undivided love 
for your country whose prosperity, as you well say, cannot be 
divorced from the reverence due to the religion of your fore- 
fathers. 

“And if, as any right-thinking man will approve of, your pro- 
test is grounded on such lofty and noble sentiments, We must 
confess that it was prompted by many and powerful causes, for 
some of the articles of the new Constitution do away with the 
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sacred rights of the Church and yet others openly oppose them. 

“Know you, therefore, Venerable Brethren, that when, urged 
by the sense of duty, you protested against the outrages inflicted 
upon the Church and the injury done the Catholic cause, you 
have acted very much in keeping with the pastoral office and thus 
are most worthy of Our praise. * * *.” 

The “Tablet” adds, editorially, this significant paragraph: 

“The Mexican Bishops, long distrait from the strain to which 
they have been subjected, welcome the letter of the Pope as a 
seal of approval on their uphill work against the handicaps which 
the Government has placed on them. The letter is but a reitera- 
tion of the oft-expressed good will and solicitude of the Pope 
towards Mexico.” 

In IRELAND. 

The New York “World” (Oct. 26, 1917) contains the fol- 
lowing cable from London: 

“The seriousness of the situation in Ireland is insisted upon 
by a correspondent of ‘The Daily Mail,’ who has been following 
Sinn Fein doings in Ireland for several weeks. He says the 
whole of West Ireland in on the verge of armed rebellion, and 
continues : 

“*The young priests in Professor De Valera’s train have 
suddenly awakened to the danger of the spark they helped to 
kindle and are now trying to quench it, but I fear it has gone 
too far. The militant Sinn Feiners are at the top of their stride. 
They have been allowed to carry their program to a pitch 
which it seems almost hopeless to break by pacific means.’ ” 


Next day the same paper published another cable, this time 
from Dublin, on the same subject, which said more about the 
political activity of the Roman priests in the Sinn Fein agitation: 

“After the first day’s proceedings of the Sinn Fein conven- 
tion the impression prevails that, although the majority of the 
700 delegates favored a militant policy, a very influential minor- 
ity, in which the clergy predominates, desires to make the organi- 
zation purely political. 


“The test of strength came in the election of a President. 
The nominees were Arthur Griffith, who was President; Count 
Plunkett and Prof. Edmond de Valera, M.P., who was referred 
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to in the House of Commons recently as having been stirring up 
rebellion in Ireland. Griffith and Plunkett declined to run. The 
large body of Catholic priests who were delegates objected to 
Griffith’s withdrawing, but it soon became clear that the major- 
ity was for de Valera, and he was elected unanimously. 

“Then the temper of the convention was drawn out when 
it took up the draft of a provisional constitution, framed upon the 
basis of obtaining international recognition of Ireland as an 
independent republic and providing for a Legislature. A priest 
moved an amendment, declaring that the objects of the Sinn Fein 
should be attained by means legitimate and effective. 

“As a set-off the convention refused to adopt as part of the 
constitution, but accepted as a mere expression of opinion, a 
motion that all the members of the 1,099 clubs represented who 
are of military age should be trained in the use of arms.” 


IN THE TRENCHES. 

“It seems that it is considered necessary just now in Eng- 
land to hold on to the name Catholic, as others, who once repu- 
diated it, are now appropriating it, and applying to us, with no 
friendly intent, the name Roman Catholic,” says the “Colum- 
bian,” quoted in “The Catholic Citizen,” Oct. 6, 1917. 

“A Catholic chaplain in the British army somewhere in 
France put up a soldiers’ hut and over it ‘Catholic Soldiers’ Hut.’ 
Some Anglican parsons objected and demanded that the title be, 
‘Roman Catholic Soldiers’ Hut.’ Father Regan demurred. The 
matter was referred to the authorities. Three generals came 
along and ordered the change made. Father Regan refused and 
was threatened with reduced rank. He replied, ‘What I have 
put up stands, or I and every Catholic chaplain here will resign. 
Quod scripsi, scripsi.’ The matter has been allowed to drop 
with Father Regan’s flag still flying.” 


“The Church of Rome denounces the assurance of salvation 
in the most unmeasured terms. The Council of Trent declares 
roundly that ‘a believer’s assurance of the pardon of his sins is 
a vain and ungodly confidence ;’ and Cardinal Bellarmine calls it 
‘a prime error of heretics.’ ”—Ryle. 
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“GALLICANISM” AMONG AMERICAN ROMAN 
CATHOLICS 


In a somewhat broad sense, the word “Gallicanism” may be 
said to stand for the principle that while an individual takes 
his “religion” from the Pope, on political or civic questions, on 
matters outside of the theological dogmas of the Church, he 
thinks for himself and acts on his own judgment. 

The word is more strictly applied to the doctrine expressed 
in the following paragraph of a Declaration of the Clergy of 
France, formulated in 1682, and thus given in “The Catholic 
Encyclopedia,” vol. VI, p. 351: 

THE FRENCH DECLARATION. 


(1) “St. Peter and the Popes, his successors, and the Church 
itself have received dominion [puissance] from God only over 
things spiritual and such as concern salvation, and not over 
things temporal and civil. Hence kings and sovereigns are not 
by God’s command subject to any ecclesiastical dominion in 
things temporal; they cannot be deposed, whether directly or 
indirectly, by the authority of the rulers of the Church; their 
subjects cannot be dispensed from that submission and obedience 
which they owe, or absolved from the oath of allegiance.” 

It will be remembered that soon after the creation of three 
“American” Cardinals by Pope Pius X, in 1911, the claim was 
set up for them that on official occasions they should take 
precedence of every man in the United States except the Presi- 
dent—including the Justices of the Supreme Court of the United 
States—the Vice-President, the members of the President’s 
Cabinet, the Speaker of the House and even the foreign Am- 
bassadors (each of whom represents the person of the head of 
the nation that sends him to Washington). 

Although comparatively little notice was taken of this claim 
at the time, the few who did realize something of the issues 
involved warned the American people to such good purpose that 
quite a percentage of the population all over the country began 
to wake up to some perception of the existence of the Papal Peril. 

When the question as to the exact significance of what the’ 
phrase “spiritual allegiance” was raised, the members of the 
hierarchy, not being able to give a reply that would be satis- 
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factory either to their own laity or to those who regarded the 
word “allegiance” as possessing in this connection the same 
meaning that it bore in relation to Americans and their Gov- 
ernment and the subjects of Kings and Emperors to their sov- 
ereigns, ignored the point, but spoke very long and loudly on 
the “loyalty” of Roman Catholics to this Government in past 
days—which was not in any way called in question, and for 
the last five years Roman priests and their megaphones in the 
Catholic societies have been extolling the “loyalty” of members 
of their Church especially in wars of past days and of recent 
times, but maintaining a discreet silence as to “allegiance.” 

Last August the Federation of Catholic Societies held its annual 
convention at Kansas City, and on the 28th of that month a 
number of resolutions were adopted, one of which, according 


to the New York “Evening Sun” of that date, contained the 
following clause: 


“In accordance with the unbrokén tradition of Catholic 
loyalty from the foundation of the Republic, we solemnly affirm 
our inalienable attachment to the principles of the American 
Government. We renew the assurance of fidelity already offered 
to the President of the nation by the Catholic archbishops, and 
we pledge without reservation our blood and our treasure for 
the defense and the perpetuation of our beloved country, which 
offers the fullest measure of religious, political and economic 


liberty not only to its own people but to the oppressed of every 
land.” 


The particular words that are of importance from the point 
of view of “Gallicanism” aré these: “We solemnly affirm our 
inalienable attachment to the principles of the American Gov- 
ernment.” 


Now, conspicuous among these “principles” are separation 
of Church and State; government of the people, for the people, 
by the people; that the source of authority is vested not in 
the ruler but in the people; liberty of conscience; liberty of 
worship; liberty of speech; liberty of opinion; liberty of the 
press; liberty of teaching and the equality of all religious 
bodies, as of all individuals, before the law. 

Now, only to go back to 1885, we find that Pope Leo XIII 
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expressly condemned every one of these “principles of the 
American Government” as tending to place the Roman Church 
in an “unrightful position” (“The Great Encyclical Letters of 
Pope Leo XIII. Benziger Brothers, New York, 1903, p. 121.) 
The particular sentence is rathér stronger, indeed: “Now when 
the State rests on foundations like those just named—and for 
the time being they are greatly in favor—it readily appears into 
what and how unrightful a position the Church is driven.” 

So that while it is probable that not 5 per cent. of the Catho- 
lics at Kansas City have ever heard of the Encyclical Jmmor- 
tale Dei, the fact remains that they have declared “inalienable 
attachment” to a set of political principles that have been cate- 
gorically and officially condemned by an “infallible Pope”— 
and one of recent years, too. The text of the paragraphs con- 
cerned was given in our issue for September, 1917, pp. 283-285. 

And, of course, we must assume that, as a body, the lay- 
men who expressed themselves thus really meant what they 
said, even if all the fundamental “principles of the American 
Government” had been condemned in an official pronouncement 
by the infallible hand of their Church speaking ex cathedra 
on a question “of faith and morals.” 

The recent celebration held in one of New York’s greatest 
hotels in memory of the birthday of Father McGlynn was a 
reminder of the attitude adopted by his parishioners at the time 
of his controversy with Archbishop Corrigan and his subsequent 
excommunication. 


IRISH-AMERICAN GALLICANISM IN 1887. 


On Jan. 17, 1887, there was a general meeting of Roman 
Catholics at the Cooper Union “to express sympathy with 
Father McGlynn and to protest against his suspension and 
removal from St. Stephen’s Church.” Father O’Connor took 
a seat among the reporters, and in his account (“Converted 
Catholic,” vol. IV, p. 49 et seq.) says that the platform was 
filled with Catholic men and women—the “plain” Catholic peo- 
ple, the very bone and sinew of the Roman Church; people 
whose religion was derived wholly from the teachings of ‘the 
Church’ and who had never read a line in the Bible.” 

Among the speakers was Mr. David Healey, one of the 
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editors of the “Irish World,” who said that he appeared as a 
Catholic among his fellow Catholics to protest against the inter- 
ference of Rome in American affairs. “This is a Catholic meet- 
ing,” he said, “composed of Catholic citizens of New York, who 
dare exercise their rights as American citizens, with no respon- 
sibility except to their consciences and to their Creator. There 
is no foreign tribunal that can call us to account for the per- 
formance of our duty as American citizens, and in the exer- 
cise of our rights as Americans we acknowledge no higher 
authority than the constitution of our country.” 

Mr. James P. Archibald said that there were ulterior mo- 
tives in the action taken against Father McGlynn, and that in 
reality he had been hounded down because of his advocacy of 
the public schools. It was in these schools that Father McGlynn 
had received his own early training, and if there were nothing 
else to recommend that system they ought to be proud of it 
because it produced such a man. Passing to the point of 
Father McGlynn being summoned to Rome, Mr. Archibald said: 
“Why should he go to Rome? As a priest he might be called 
to Rome to answer concerning ecclesiastical matters, but when 
he is summoned to go there to answer for his opinions as an 
American citizen he should not go.” 

Mr. John J. McMackin said: “As Catholics we owe spiritual 
allegiance to the Church, but outside of that Rome has no more 
control over us than the King of Siam.” 

Mr. James J. Gahan, Editor of the “Catholic Herald,” closed 
an effective speech by saying: “I want it distinctly understood 
that in the exercise of my sovereign rights as an American 
citizen no body of men in Italy has any more right to direct 
or govern my action than the dusky chief who has yet to be 
discovered by the explorer Stanley in the depths of the savage 
and dark continent.” 

Mr. Patrick Doody, in his address, made the following allu- 
sion to a historical item that has never received from the Irish 
people, as a whole, the consideration it deserves. If it had, they 
would have been saved no end of trouble extending over many, 
many years. He said: 

“T stand here as an Irishman and a Catholic, but, thank God, 
not a Roman Catholic. (Applause.) If the Irish people had stud- 
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ied their own history they would learn that Christianity had not 
come to them from Rome, but that St. Patrick preached it to 
them from the fountain-head—it was a stream that came down 
from Christ and His Apostles, flowing sweetly and majestically 
through the centuries. It was not until the twelfth century that 
Romanism was engrafted by an English Pope on the Christian- 
ity planted in Ireland by St. Patrick. Adrian IV [the only 
Englishman who ever wore the Papal tiara.—Ep.] received in 
return Peter’s Pence, which the English King, Henry II, col- 
lected for him. These are truths that the people should learn, 
and when they know these plain, hard facts they will under- 
stand what their rights and privileges are in face of the deadly 
insult that has been heaped upon them by another Pope of Rome 
and his agents in our day.” 

And Mr. John J. Bealin concluded his speech thus: “No per- 
son but a citizen of this country has a right to interfere in our 
politics, whether their interference comes in the shape of a 
document to Washington from the Court of St. James’s, or in 
that of a letter from a Cardinal Secretary. To any such who 
seek to interfere with our political matters let us say: ‘Hands 
off! or we'll strangle you!’” 





This was a somewhat extreme way of setting forth the 
principle of Gallicanism as it existed among the New York 
Irish Catholics of that day; and in spite of the probability that 
the Kansas City resolution was drawn by some priest the fact 
remains that the words we have quoted were really adopted, 
and it is equally true, that they really embody a repudiation of 
the claims set up by Pope Leo XIII in the Encyclical Jmmor- 
tale Dei. 

Dr. PHELAN ON AMERICAN GALLICANISM. 

In the “Western Watchman,” May 21, 1914, the late Dr. 
Phelan, of St. Louis, then the dean of the Papal press in this 
country, and who always boldly stated the ultramontane view 
on any matter, published the following editorial: 

“Heresy is contagious. The Bishop of Toledo will have 
to look out for his laurels. The Catholic Truth Society of 
Pittsburgh has sent us a pamphlet on the ‘Loyalty of Catho- 
lics; and the third chapter contains a long statement on “The 
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Restrictions of Papal Power.’ To give our readers an idea 
of the lucid arguments of the thesis we will quote the opening 
sentence: ‘The Pope has no jurisdiction, direct or indirect, 
over material and temporal things, which relate to the purposes 
and aims of civil society, and are not necessary or related to 
the ends for which Christ instituted the Church.’ What are the 
ends and aims of civil society that are not related to the ends 
for which Christ instituted the Church? Then ‘civil society’ 
knows no Church and recognizes no Pope. We think we stated 
the case very clearly when we said the wall of separation that 
divides civil society from the Church is the screen of the con- 
fessional. 

“Suppose the city government should take it into its head to 
raze all the churches of the town and convert the sites into 
public parks. A purely temporal work and a purely temporal 
end. Would the Church have to keep silence and submit?” 
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